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410 Notes and Discussions. 

a moist soil, it is no matter of wonder if they often have to suffer 
from failure of crops and consequent famine. 

The polemic which Baader published after Hegel's death, 
against his philosophy, attacks the latter in spite of Hegel's ex- 
press declarations, as Pantheism, without penetrating scientifi- 
cally the meaning of Hegel's Logic or his Philosophy of Eeli- 
gion. When Baader began to edit his lectures upon dogmatics, 
he devoted the first part to Marheineke, who had elaborated Prot- 
estant dogmatics from the 6taud-point of Hegel. But this was 
only one of Baader's transitory paroxysms. My noble, highly 
honored friend, Hoffmann, who has devoted his life and property 
to the editing and propaganda of Baader's works, can never re- 
strain his astonishment at the blindness of the world which can- 
not find absolute satisfaction in Baader's mysticism, nor discover 
that the future of philosophy does not belong to Schelling or Hegel, 
Herbart or Schopenhauer, but to Baader. Certainly the Philoso- 
phy of Baader, through its depth, its wealth of fancy and wit, 
will always collect around it a small circle of followers, but 
for a commanding position in the world it lacks the true scientific 
character which Hoffmann has claimed for it. 

[The remainder of this article, which relates to Krause, Her- 
bart, and Schopenhauer, will appear in a future number of this 
Journal]. 



NOTES AND DISCUSSIONS. 

Does Formal Logic Explain Active Processes? 

Editor of the Journal of Speculative Philosophy : 

It is claimed by speculative philosophers that Formal Logic is the 
law of the statical only, and that processes fail of solution on the 
plane of the understanding, and must he referred to Reason. The 
formal logicians however hold (in the language of John Stuart 
Mill) " that such an admission would be a reductio ad absurdum of 
the reasoning faculty itself." I have never seen an explicit illustra- 
tion of the different methods employed by the mind on the two planes, 
viz : Understanding and Reason, and I therefore submit one, here- 
with, to the criticism of your readers. 
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SYLLOGISM. 

If a thing moves at all, it moves either in the place where it now 
is, or in the place where it now is not. 

But it does not move in the place where it now is, or in the place 
where it now is not. 

Therefore it does not move at all. 

OBJECTION. 

The minor premise is untrue. A thing moves in the place where it 
now is. 

It is admitted that this objection rests upon the definition of the 
"is" as a continuum embracing both the "is" and the "is not" — the 
"is" of the commencement of the process being carried forward to 
include the "is not" of the commencement. But such definition is a 
violation of the law of contradiction, viz : "Nothing can both be and 
not be." This law expressly prohibits our construing the "place 
where it now is" as meaning the place where it now is and where it 
now is not. The objection is thus seen to be illogical, and cannot be 
cited against the syllogism. The same objection has been put in an- 
other form by "W. Stanley Jevons, viz : "the thing moves between the 
place where it is at one moment and the place where it is at the next 
moment,'' i. e., the thing moves where it is from where it was to where 
it was not. This form can easily be resolved into the other, as it only 
obscures the matter a little by unnecessary verbiage. According to 
the Law of Excluded Middle, "everything must either be or not be'' ; 
therefore the "place where it was" and the "place where it was not" 
cover all possible places. The "place where it is" then must be either 
one or the other or both of the "place where it was" and "the place 
where it was not." Certainly no one would assert that the thing 
moves either where it was or where it was not — indeed the objection 
is put into this form to avoid either of these assertions — and the, as- 
sertion that it moves both where it was and where it was not is only 
a repetition of the first objection. 

If, then, our syllogism is correct, the mind on the plane of the Un- 
derstanding denies the possibility of motion. 

But on the plane of Reason the mind affirms motion, as fellows : 

SPECULATIVE SOLUTION. 

The "Law of Contradiction" has no validity against processes. It 
is valid only as to things held to isolated identity. In order that a 
thing should move, the "place where it is" must both be and not be, 
although this is logically (that is formal-logically) impossible. Space 
is continuous as well as discrete, and a thing moves where it is and 
where it is not. s. h. emery, jr. 

Quinct, Illinois, December, 1877. 



